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IN THE INTEREST OF TRANSPARENCY, THE LACRSC IS MAKING PUBLIC OUR 

DELIBERATIONS REGARDING POSSIBLE REVISIONS TO THE LAC.  THESE ARE 

BRAINSTORMING SESSIONS AND SHOULD NOT BE READ AS FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS 

FROM THE COMMITTEE.  Please address comments or concerns to Susan Hill 

(susan.hill@uni.edu) or Ginny Arthur (virginia.arthur@uni.edu). 

 

Present:  Arthur, Davidson, Dise, Heistad, Hill, Kirmani, Morgan, Patton, Rudy, Smith 

 

Absent:  Chatham-Carpenter, van Wormer   

 

Hill mentioned that the Wednesday, Noon meeting time was problematic for some 

committee members.  After a brief discussion, it was decided that the next meeting 

would be held on Wednesday, September 8 and then future meetings would take place 

on Mondays at Noon.  Cheryl will provide the location for the meetings. 

 

Arthur noted that the main topic of the meeting would be where the Committee wants 

to go from here and how it wants to process what happened at the Fall Faculty 

Workshop.  She also noted that she received all the raw data that was posted in WebCT 

and had it cleaned up by morning and afternoon groups.  Arthur added that she would 

share information about a program being offered through AAC&U. 

 

Arthur asked the Committee if it had gotten any feedback from people regarding the 

Fall Faculty Workshop.  Heistad shared that she received a comment from a colleague in 

Education who came in quite skeptical of the work that the Committee is doing and not 

quite sure of what the Committee is working on and left feeling really positive that there 

is an intersection with different projects and at least felt hopeful that this might be the 

time that the LAC is finally revised.  Arthur added that she received several e-mails that 

people were happy that the Committee held the workshop, that they found it was 

informative and it was good to have an opportunity to discuss the issues with 

colleagues.  Arthur and other members of the Committee hadn’t heard any negative 

comments.  Related to a survey regarding the meeting, Arthur said that a survey has not 

been set up as yet.  It was noted that the fall workshop started out with about 180 

people, after lunch about 150 and then at the end of the day, around the end of the 

workshop around 80 people were in attendance. 

 

After additional discussion, it was decided that the Committee would divide the data 

from the workshop into morning and afternoon sessions.  Susan, Jerry, Phil, Nadene and 

Syed will review the information from the morning; Ginny, Deedee, Jake, Siobahn and 

Bob will review the information from the afternoon.  The Committee will discuss the 



information at the September 8 meeting.  Cheryl will e-mail the entire document to all 

Committee members. 

 

On behalf of Chatham-Carpenter, Arthur distributed information related to a program 

being offered through AAC&U regarding Global Learning and Social Responsibility.  

Arthur noted that the application would need to be completed by September 15 and 

although it would be a short deadline, the application was not too lengthy.  Davidson 

asked if the program was a one-time program or something where the topic changes 

every year or would the next year be another program on global learning or something 

else.  Arthur responded that it wouldn’t necessarily be the same topic the next year as 

the AAC&U has ongoing projects that are presented.  Extended discussion took place 

regarding whether or not the Committee felt it was at a point where it would want to 

pursue participating in the AAC&U program.  The Committee noted that the program 

looks very interesting and appealing, however, it felt that timing would was not 

appropriate.  Arthur informed the Committee that the Provost has agreed to a 

membership with the AAC&U and there are a number of different initiatives the AAC&U 

offers that possibly would be of interest to the Committee in the Spring. 

 

Dise asked if there was any sense of what the expectations of colleagues and the might 

be as far as when the Committee will be done with the process of producing a revised 

LAC.  He added that although there isn’t a concrete deadline, he thought there was an 

expectation also by the Provost that there would be something in place by spring.  

Arthur noted that by spring there would be something concrete. 

 

Regarding the strategy for proceeding, Hill mentioned that here is an enormous amount 

of work to be done by the Committee this year and in talking with Deedee and Ginny, if 

Committee members find that they over committed and do not have the time, that they 

are welcome to step down.  She added that anyone who decides they will not be able to 

serve on the Committee, they should let her or Arthur know and a replacement will be 

found. 

 

Hill continued that the goals from last year would need to be revised and shortened.  

Hill added that there is a general sense that the Committee knows what it would like the 

goals to be.  Once the goals are established and it is decided what the models of the 

Liberal Arts Core should look like, there could be three groups, one for each model.  Hill 

added that model types could be a core learning model, thematic model and the LEAP 

model; names of courses would not necessarily be included.  At the end of the 

semester, the models could be brought to the faculty.  Extended discussion took place 

regarding whether to present models or make proposals for parts of models. 

 

The next meeting will take place on Wednesday, September 8, 2010. 

 

 


